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FINAL OFFICE ACTION 

* Claims 1-9, 15-23 are elected and remain pending. Non-elected Claims 10-14 are 

withdrawn from consideration. 

* The prior art rejections of record are maintained in response to Applicants' Amendments. 

Response to Arguments 

* Applicants' arguments have been fully considered, but are not persuasive. 

REMARKS 

1. In response to Claims 1-9, 15-23, Applicants argue, on pages 5-6 that the prior art of 
record does not teach the claimed invention, i.e., the specific "hardware error checking module" 
as envisaged by Applicants. 

a. Examiner notes that Applicants concede that the prior art of record does disclose that 
"hardware error checking module " is taught at penultimate para, of page 5. 

b. Examiner also notes that the prior art of record does not restrict the disclosed error 
checking protocol exclusively to non-hardware implementation as alleged by Applicants. 

Examiner also notes that the prior art of record does not have to show/disclose intended 
use/purpose as alleged by Applicants. 

Examiner further remarks that Admitted prior art clearly discloses, e.g., error detection 
of input packets at page 1 line 17, wherein error detection of packets is not a soft idea, but rather 
an idea implemented in hardware via registers, buffers, computer memory... Software/ or 
commands or control has to be implemented in hardware for real life effect. 
.1 To the extent that the response to the applicant's arguments may have mentioned new 
portions of the prior art references which were not used in the prior office action, this does not 
constitute a new ground of rejection. It is clear that the prior art reference is of record and has 
been considered entirely by applicant. See In re Boyer, 363 F.2d 455, 458 n.2, 150 USPQ 441, 
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444, n.2 (CCPA 1966) and In re Bush, 296 F.2d 491, 496, 131 USPQ 263, 267 (CCPA 1961). 

The mere fact that additional portions of the same reference may have been mentioned or 
relied upon does not constitute new ground of rejection. In re Meinhardt, 392, F.2d 273, 280, 
157 USPQ 270, 275 (CCPA 1968). 

Examiner thus maintains that the Claims at bar, in their current form, are not 
distinguished over the prior art of record, namely Admitted prior art and Fahmi et al. (US 
Patent No. 6128766). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

* Claims 1-5, 8-9, 15-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Applicants' Admitted prior art (hereinafter Admitted prior art). 

As per Claims 1-5, 8-9, 15-22, Admitted prior art discloses equivalent error detection 

in a data stream comprising: parsing input packets having predetermined formats (video/voice) 

(claims 1, 15, 19, 21), e.g., at page 1 line 14; error detection of said input packets (claims 2, 20), 

e.g., at page 1 line 17- and indication/marking/flagging/tagging said input packets at error 

determination (claim 3); selecting/demultiplexing voice data from said input packets for 

storage), e.g., at page 1 line 12 (claims 4, 9, 16-17); wherein error detection is via CRC and 

predetermined formats comprise AC-3 data format (claims 5, 22), e.g., at page 1 line 16. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC ' 103 

* Claims 6-7, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Applicants' Admitted prior art (hereinafter Admitted prior art) and Fahmi et al. (US Patent 
No. 6128766). 

As per Claims 6-7, Admitted prior art substantially discloses the claimed approach of 
error detection in a data stream. {See Admitted prior art, page 1 in passim, wherein apparatus 
and method are described.} 
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Not specifically described in detail in Admitted prior art is the step whereby cycle 
delay is effected along with polynomial division on data frame/packet bits. 

However Fahmi et al., in an analogous art, discloses such techniques in col. 2 line 20, 
col. 4 line 8(delay) and col. 1 line 17, col. 3 line 5 (polynomial division), e.g., "In accordance 
with another embodiment, a system for determining an error detection code (EDC) on a bit 
stream comprising a payload formed of a sequence of words followed by a reserved field, is 
comprised of an input data CRC (EDC) calculator, an input data and reserved field CRC (IDRC) 
calculator, apparatus for applying input data in parallel format to inputs of the calculators, first 
apparatus for u L ■ 'ii-g an output of either of the calculators to a CRC output, firs t delaying 
apparatus for delaying by a word interval the output of either of the calculators prior to 
application of said output to the CRC output, apparatus for applying a signal from the delayed 
CRC output to recursive update inputs of the calculators, second apparatus for selecting either 
the input data or the signal from the delayed CRC output to a system output, apparatus for 
applying a signal to said first apparatus, for selecting an output of the EDC calculator for 
application to the delaying apparatus for application to the delayed CRC output during an 
interval of each word of the input data until the occurrence of a last input word, and for 
subsequently \-. U< an output of said IDRC calculator for application to the delaying 
apparatus for application to the delayed CRC output during the last input word, and apparatus 
for applying a signal to the second apparatus for selecting during an interval of each word of the 
input data, for selecting the delayed CRC output during an interval following said last input 
word." {See Fahmi et al., Id., col. 4 line 1 et seq.} 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the procedure in the Admitted prior art by including 
therein data delaying approach and CRC via polynomial division on data frame/packet bits as 
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taught by Fahmi et al., because such modification would provide the procedure disclosed in 
Admitted prior art with a technique whereby " delays provide proper synchronization for data 
processing.'" {See Fahmi et al., col. 4 line 26 et seq.} 

As per Claim 21, Fahmi et al. also discloses equivalent parallel data processing in col. 4 
line 45 et seq.} 

As per Claim 23, Fahmi et al. discloses equivalent circuitry in col. 4 line 5 et seq.} 
CONCLUSION 

* THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 609(B)(2)(f). Applicant is reminded 
of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 

MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 

MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 

the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 

will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 

CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 

however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 

date of this final action. 

* Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Guy J. Lamarre, P.E., whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
3826. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 9:30 AM to 6:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jacques Louis-Jacques, can be reached at (571) 272-6962. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may also be obtained from the Patent 
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Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000 



/Guy J Lamarre/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2112 



